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I.  E  T  T  E  K 

from' 

A  Gentleman  at  Halifax, 

TO 

His  Friend  in  Rhode-Isl and. 


- - — - - -An  undue  Countenance  given  to  a  Spirit  of  popular 

Oppofuion,  upon  the  Principles  of  false  Patriotism,  hath  a 

fatal  Tendency  to  loofen  the  Reins  of  Government,  and  to  throw 

\ 

Matters  into  general  Confufion. 

And  if  the  common  Rights  of  the  Subjeft  are  fuppofed  to  be  th6 
Objeft  in  View,  let  it  be  remembered,  that  Liberty  is  nevermore 
in  Danger  than  when  it  vergeth  into  Licentioufnefs.  C^far  che- 
rilhed  a  Spirit  of  licentious  Popularity  againfl  the  Senate.  .Cromvcell 
cherifhed  the  fame  Spirit  againfl:  the  Crown  and  Senate.  Both  fet 
up  a  Tyranny  of  their  own,  fubverfive  of  true  Liberty,  which  ever 
imufl;  be  founded  in  Law,  and  fupported  by  it. 


Judge  Foster.  '  Disc.  Homi. 
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Printed  and  fold  by  Samuel  Hall,  on  the  Parade.' 
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Defence  of  the  Halifax  Letter,  See.  ' 
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"^.HE  editor  of  the  Halifax  letter  hath,  with 
much  ferenlty  and  compofure,  attended  to 
the  illiberal  oppofition,  and  multiplied  abufe, 
which  he  and  that  pamphlet  have  received,  from 
various  quarters.  He  was  willing  to  wait  the  laft 
efforts  of  his  malignant  adverfaries,  before  he  attempted 
a  reply.  Their  rage,  at  length,  feems  to  be  near 
Ipent,  and  the  troubled  fea  of  controverfy  hath  again 
almoft  fublided.  He  therefore  ventures,  once  more, 
to  embark  upon  it  ;  and  is  defirous,  for  his  own  ho¬ 
nour,  as  well  as  for  the  example  of  his  antagonifts, 
to  condudl  himfelf  with  all  poffible  decency  and  mo¬ 
deration.  Thus,  when  a  calm  fucceeds  a  ftorm,  we 
revolve  in  our  minds  the  paft  tumult,  and  cooly  fur- 
vey  the  confufion  it  occalioned. 

In  order  to  juftify  the  Flalifax  gentleman’s  letter,  it 
is  neceflary  to  premife,  that  Great-Britain,  during  the 
late  war,  had  lavifhed  the  blood  of  her  fubjedls,  and 
fpent  immenfe  fums,  as  well  for  the  fecurity  of  the 
colonies,  as  her  own  importance  and  dignity.  A  few 
years  ago,  when  Ofwego  and  fort  William-Henry 
were  taken,  no  one  can  forget,  that  thefe  colonies 

were 
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j  terrified' and  alarmed,  that  they  would  gladly 
ronfented  to  have  made  even  Albany  the  bar- 
etw^flithe  French  and  them  ;  But,  through  the 
.‘S  of  heaven,  and  the  unanimity  and  bravery  ot 
Britifli  councils  and  arms,  the  enemy  were  at  laft 
.rought  to  terms,  and  the  colonies  fecured,  and  made 
happy  by  a  peace.  The  government,  in  purfuing  fuch 
B^eafures  as  it  thought  ncceffary,  to  preferve  the  colo¬ 
nies  from  future  invalions  and  attacks,  became  obliged 
to  keep  up  a  large  body  of  troops,  cantoned  in  dif¬ 
ferent  parts  of  the  continent.  Already  plunged  in. 
debt,  to  almoft  an  incredible  amount,  and  availing 
itfelf  of  every  expedient,  howev'er  burdenfome,  to  raile 
fupplies  from  its  diftreifed  fubjeas  in  Great-Britain  ; 
it  was  judged  reafonable  and  equitable  to  draw  fome 
advantages  from  the  trade  of  its  colonies,  in  older  to 
raife  a  fund  for  the  maintenance  and  lupport  of  thofe 
troops,  thus  employed  for  our  prpteaion.  An  aa 
of  parliament,  levying  fome  impofitions,  was  made  j 
and  we  were  given  to  undcrftand,  that  the  iTnnilciy^ 
were  meditating  fuch  further  taxes  as  the  exigence  ot 
thin'^s  might  require,  and  fuch  as  might,  at  the  fami- 
timet  be  leaf!:  burdenfome  to  us  ;  Neverthelefs,  here 
it  was,  a  difcontenl  firft  began  to  appear,  and  the  con- 
dudf  of  the  adminiftration  'was  arraigned,  by  many, 
with  all  the  petulance  of  children,  who,  by  long  in¬ 
dulgence,  become  impatient  of  the  final  I  ell  reAraints-. 

From  cenfuring  the  act  of  parliament,  as  ufc.efs 
and  oppreflive,  the  humour  afterwards  took  a  ditre- 
rent  turn  ;  and  we  werd  foon  told  by  many,  that  me 
parliament  ofGreat-Britain  had  no  conftitutional  right, 
no  authority,  de jure,  as  fome  exprcfled  it,  to  bind  us 
by  any  adl  of  their  making,  becaufe  we  were  nor  re- 

prefented.  - 

A  -  '  .  .  To-norance 


'  Ignorance  and  conceit  firft  promulged  this  dodrine ; ^ 
and  as  it  flattered  the  pride  and  felf-love  of  the  peo-^ 
pie,  it  is  no  wonder  its  progrefs  Iiath  been  fo  rapid" 
and  fuccefsfuh  To  fpread  the  folly  and  mifehief  ftiiF 
more,numb£rlefs  pamphlets  and  pieces  in  news-papers" 
were  publifhed,  in  which  the  parent  country  and  its 
adminiftration  have  been  treated  in  the  mofl:  contu¬ 
melious  and  irreverent  manner. 

As  the  editor  hath  been  charged  wdth  fallhood  and*^ 
mifreprelentation  in  .rhefe  alfertions,'  he  here  begs* 
leave,  in  the  firft  place,  to  bring  together,  in  one  view^ 
feveral  extracts  from  thefe  pamphlets  and  news-paperr 
alluded  to,  that  the  public  may  judge  for  themlelves,“ 
whether  his  aflertions  are  well  founded. 

In  a  Providence  news-paper  of  Auguft  i8,  I7^4y' 
Great-Britain  is  treated  with  the  greateft  mockery  and 
deriiion  ;  and  in  the  ftile  and  manner  of  a  fanaticl- 
exhorter,  the  writer  begins  with  this  text  .  In  St^ 
James’s,  you  will  find  thefe  words,  mother  coun-^ 
TRY.”  In  the  courfe  of  this  exhortation,  the  preache';^ 
names  a  certain  nobleman  of  the  board  of  trade,  that 
a  few  years  ago,  (he  lays)  enquired  “  if  New-Englanc 
was  an  ifland.”  This  is  a  low,  fcandalous,  legeudai] 
tale,  purpofely  invented  to  bring  contempt  and  odiun 
upon  the  adminiftration.  He.  lays,  “  It  muft  lool 
“  like  a  diredl  defign  of  erjlavtng  us,  to  talk  of  th 
infinite  obligation  and  debt,  w^e  are  under  to  Old 
England,  for  profecuting  a  war  ha'e^;  and  hov 
fubfervient  we  ought  to  be.  to  particular  interell 

“  in  Britain,  in  confideration  thereof.  Whtn  certai. 

de/i^ns  are  to  be  anfwered,  dark  naords  md  phrafi 
fuit  beft,  which  really,  without  fenfe  or  meaning 
if  properly  founded  and  echoed,  become  facred'  ani 
“  effectual  machines  for  bringing  about  the  purpofc, . 


cc 


!.  e.  to  enflave  the  colonies.  Again,  “  Hath  the  goverh- 
“  ment  of  England  been  at  any  expence  in  fupport- 
“  ing  the  colonies  of  New-England  No.  Is  one 
farthing  balance  due  to  them,  in  the  M'hole  ac- 

“  count,  from  the  firft  planting  of  New-Englahd,  to 

“  this  dme  ?  No.” - The  tendency  of  aU  this’  is 

manifeitly  to  degrade  the  mother  country,  to  raife 
fufpicions  and  jealoufies  againft  her,  and  to  blot  out 

of  the  colonies  every  trace  of  duty  and  gratitude.- _ 

Again  he  fays,  he  “  could  mention  many  inftances 
of  trealoFis  and  rebellions  in  a  certain  mother  coun- 
try.”  It  feems  a  general  opinion  here,  that  there 
can  be  no  rebellion  unlels  the  pretender  is  concerned 
in  it. - Again  he  fays,  “  the  late  acds,  clogging  out¬ 

trade,  are  unnatural^highly  injurious,  and  not  verv 

motherly.  The  northern  colonies  have  been  moil 
‘  infamouily  belied,  fcandalized,  and  injurioully  treat- 
^  ed,  by  a  nuniber  of  ignorant  and  envious  "officers 

in  the  army  and  navy,”  &c. - What  reafon  can 

;here  poffibly  be,  that  ffiould  make  the  gentlemen  of 
he  army  or  navy  envious  againfl  the  colonies  ?  The 
lander  againfl  them  is  groundlefs  and  malicious.  Jn- 
f7iot  e Ju'on^  thciJt  trciytofs  arms,  hath  f\val- 
owed  up  all  remembrance  of  their  fervices.  Such 
ire  the  bre,yhings  of  our  piety  to  thofe  who  have  bled 
or  our  deliverance. 

fhe  Bofton  gazette  of  the  24th  September,  1764, 
-Ontains  a  publication,  in  which  are  thele  words  i 
‘  I  know  not  what  wife  meafures  Mr.  Gr-nv— I’s 
‘  political  genius  may  fuggeffi  for  the  benefit  of  the 
'  colonies ;  but,  I  would  fain  whifper  in  his  ear,  that 
theie  are  millions  of  Britifh  lubjetfls  in  America, 
who  have  a  warm  fenfe  of  liberty  :  Many  of  them 
have  as  much  underfianding  as  he  himfelf  has,  and 

“  have 
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have  acquired  as  thorough  a  knowledge  of’ tfie' 

‘‘  Britidi  conftitution,  and  the  riglits  of  Britifli  fub« 
jeds,  as  he.  They  fmile  at  the  folly  and  iwnfenfe 
of  him  and  others,  who  fancy  that  American  fub- 
jeds  are  not  intitlcd  to  all  the  rights  of  native  Brk 
tons.  They  have  never  forfeited  thofe  rights  f  and 
therefore  cannot,  nay,  they  will  not ^  confent  to 
part  witivthem.”  Mr.  Grenville,  here  malicioully 
pointed  at,  is  at  the  head  of  the  treafury  ;  and,  to 
his  vigilance  and  great  merit,  the  nation  is  much  in¬ 
debted  ever  lince  he  prefided  there  :  Yet  he  is  charged 
with  folly  and  no?7fenfe^  in  exprefs  words  ;  and  the 
mother  country  is  fet  at  defiance,  for  the  colonies 
w^ll  not^  fays  the  author,  confent  to  part  with  their 
rights.  Such  language  as  this,  from  inhabitants  of 
dependant  colonies  to  the  fuperior  and  fovereign  head, 
is  froward,  peremptory,  and  hoftile.'^ 

A  pamphlet  entitled,  the  fentiments  of  a  Britifli 
North-Ariierican,’’  publiflied  at  Bofton,  fome  time 
pad,  has  the  following  motto  in  the  title  page,  taken 
from  Ph^drus's  fables. 

jifelhifn  in  prato  timidus  pajeehat  jenex^ 

Is  hoftiiun  clamore  Jiibito  territiis 
tSuadebat  afno Jiigerc  ne  pofjint  capi 
At  ille  lentus.  num  binas  mihi 

Clitellas  impofturiim  vi5lorern  piitas 
Sejtex  negavit  ;  ergo  quid  refert  niea 
Cui  ferviam^  clitellas  dum  porteni  meas. 

The  profefled  defign  of  this  pamphlet,  was  tc 
arraign  the  meafures  of  the  adminidration,  relative  tc 

I _ j uMu  ■  II  !■  mil  - - —  ^ 

*  The  paper  here  cited,  was  cenfured  by  the  prefent  Providence  vjriter, 
in  the  Providence  gazette  of  Od;ober  6,  1764,  a  l:^ttle  while  befonj 
his  apc^lacy. 

taxing 

I 

i  ■  w 

-  t 

.  ^ 
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faxiiig  the  colonies,  &e.  The  application  of  the 
above  fable  to  that  fubjeft,  fiiews  clearly  the  author’s 
(opinion,  that  under  the  prefent  parliamentary  regula¬ 
tions,  it  is  a  matter  of  indifference  what  prince  or 
power  we  are  fubjed  to,  whether  a  George  or  a 
Lewis,  as  a  certain  gentleman  exprefled  it. 

In  the  Providence  gazette,  Noveinber/io,  1764;  is 
contained,  fomething  that  is  called  a  dream.  The 
dreamer  before  he  falls  afleep,  ^  introduces  himfelf  in 
■this  manner  :  “  He  that  acknowleges  that  I  am  an 

“  Englifhinan,  and  tells  me,  at  the  fame  time,  that  I 
“  arn  to  live  under  laws,  which  I  have  no  hand  in 
“  making,  and  am  to  be  taxed  where  I  have  no 
“  reprefentative,  does  but  mock  me.”  In  the  midft 
of  his  Dream,  fpeaking  .of  the  flamp  duty,  intended  to 
be  laid  on  the  colonies,-he  compares  it  to  the  branding 
of  bealls.  The  performance  is  fomething  of  the  dra- 
matick  kind  ;  and  among  the  perfons  of  the  drama, 
IS  a-mafter  brander  and  his  retinue,;  '  Who  this  cha¬ 
racter  means,  the  reader  muft  difeover.  In  the  fame 
^  I'cene  is  alfo  exhibited,  a  ragged  country  fellow,  grin- 
ring.  The  dreamer  fays,  “  The  mailer  brander, 
‘  with  his  retinue,  approached  the  paflure  with  great 
‘  pomp,  one  earning  a  large  lilver  brand,  in  the  form 
‘  of  the  letter  S  j  and  upon  entering  the  field,  they 
‘  began  with  the  afles,  and  branded  them  without 
,  ‘  interruption.”  Soon  after  he  adds,  “  A  very  rag- 
'  ‘  ged  country  fellovy  faid,  with  a  facetious  grin,  that 
‘  he  always  underflood  till  then,  that  the  good  peo- 
‘  pie  of  England  very  well  knew,  that  none  but  afles 
‘  would  Hand  flill  to  be  branded.”  The  meaning, 
vvrapped  up  in  this  low,  vulgar  allegory,  is  plain. — 
The  letter  S,  denotes  the  Slavery  tlae  colonies  would 
be  fubjeded  to  by  the  flamp  duty,  if  they,  like  afles, 

fhould 
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{hould  fubmit  to  it.--The  ragged  country  fellow  de« 
notes  the  dreamer  himfelf. 

A  piece  in  the  New-York  gazette,  of  Thurfday, 
March  yth,  1765,  which  came  in  the  editor’s  way, 
while  thefe  flieets  were  compiling,  farniikes  him  with, 
a  recent  and  palpable  inftance  of  that  unfilial  difpo- 
fition  too  prevalent  in  the  colonies.  The  author  of’ 
this  piece  firft  endeavours  to  raife  a  cry  againft  the 
Halifax  letter,  and  then,  exalting  the  rights  and  privi¬ 
leges  of  the  colonies,  he  fays,  “  If  thofe  rights  and 
‘‘  privileges  are  violated,  what  reafon  then  can  re^ 
main,  why  they  iliould  prefer  the  Eritith  to  the 
French or  any  other  ?  They  may, indeed, 
from  their  preient  weaknefs,  be  compelled  to  fub- 
mit  to  the  impofitions  of  minifterial  power,  but 
they  will  certainly  confider  that  power  as  ty- 
rannical  ;  they  will  hate  and  abhor  it,  andy  as loo?i 
as  thes  are  abky  throw  it  offy  or  perhaps  try  to 
‘‘‘  obtain  better  terms  from  fome  other  power.  Here 
is  an  honeft,  plain  fpoken  gentleman,  that  does  not 
mince  the  matter  at  all ;  he  roundly  threatens  Grcat- 
Britain  with  the  defection  of  her  colonies,  as  foon  as 
they  are  able. 

To  give  the  laft  finiflVings  to  the  opinions  and  dog¬ 
ma’s  contained  in  the  aforegoing  extracts,  and  many 
.others  which  might  be  produced,  of  the  fame  fort, 
his  honour  the  governor  of  Rhode-Illand  colony,  en¬ 
tered  upon  the  ftage, 

Mid  the  low  murmurs  of  fubiniffive  fear, 

And  mingled  rage,  my  H - rais  d  his  Voice  , 

and  in  a  folemn,  argumentative  manner,  affumed 
upon  himfelf  to  prove,  that  an  act  of  parliament  can¬ 
not  levy  taxes  on  the  colonies,  by  any  othei  authority, 
^  B  .  but 
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but  that  of  mere  fuperiority  and  power.  (See  page 
20  of  “  rights  of  colonies  examined.”)  Befides  the 
boldnefs  of  fuch  a  pofition,  the  performance  appeared 
throughout  oftentatious,  in  the  manner  and  execution  j 
and  in  the  matter,  difrefpedful  and  unthankful  tO' 
the  mother  country.  The  many  quotations,  from 
ancient  and  modern  books,  abundantly  evince  the 
lirff.  The  latter  fliall  now  be  proved,  by  one  or' 
two  obfervations  upon  it,  which  were  omitted  in  the 
Halifax  letter. 

\ 

Jn  page  20,  his  honour  fays,  In  the  year  1746, 
when  Duke  D’Anville  came  out  from  France,  with, 
the  moft  formidable  French  fleet  that  ever  was  in 
the  American  feas,  enraged  at  thefe  colonies  for 
the  lofs  of  Louiibourg  the  year  before,  and  with 
orders  to  .make  an  attack  on  them  ;  even  in  this 
greateft  exigence,  thefe  colonies  were  left  to  the 
protedlion  of  heaven  and' their  own  effbrts/'  This 
infinuation  is  ungrateful  and  difrefpeitfuL  The  ad- 
miniftration  at  that  time,  it  is  confefled,  was  inaftive 
and  indolent,  and  the  Britifli  honour  and  interelf 
alike  negleiled  in  all  places  ;  but  the  malevolence, 
in  the  manner  of  the  expreflion,  is  obvious  ^  and  the 
idea  intended  to  be  produced,  is,  that  the  colonies' 
were  particularly  facrificed  by  Great-Britain  at  that 
time,  for,  fays  he,  they  were  left  to  the  proteftioir 
of  heaven' and  their  own  efforts/'  What  other 
purpofe  can  this  eifedl,  but  to  imprefs  the  people  with 
an  opinion,  that  they  were  at  that  time  ncglecfbed  by 
their  mother  country  ?  What  other  paflions  will  it 
kindle,  but  refentment  againft  her  ?  What  morepo\y- 
crful  argument  can  be  ufed  to  withdraw  the  fubjedfion 
of  the  colonies  from  Great-Britain,  tlian  to  fill  the 
minds  of  the  people  with  doubts  and  diffrufls  of 

that- 
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lhat  care  and  protedion  they  might  reafonably  exped 
from  her  ?  But  further,  the  Duke  D’Anville  was 
enraged  at  thefe  colonies  for  the  lofs  of  Louifbourg ;  as 
if  thefe  colonies  alone  were  the  lole  inftruments  of  its 
redudion.  The  trutli  is,  without  depreciating  the 
fervices  of  the  Americans,  the  conqueft  of  that  place 
was,  in  a  great  meafure,  owing  to  thefquadron  under 
Admiral  W arren,  without  which,  it’s  more  than  pro¬ 
bable,  it  never  would  have  been  taken.  But  this 
palTage  of  his  honour’s  book,  is  hill  further  reprehen- 
lible,  for  its  dilingenuity  and  concealment  of  the  truth. 
Great-Britain  is  charged  with  nagleding  the  colonies, 
but  not  a  word  is  faid  of  the  parliamentary  reimburfe- 
ment  of  the  whole  charges  of  that  expedition. 

In  page  1 5, his  honour,  after  cenfuring  the  enlarged' 
power  of  the  admiralty,  and  impeaching  the  integritv 
of  the  judge,  makes  the  following  reflection  :  “  Such 
unbounded  protedion  and  encouragement  given  to 
informers,  mufl;  call  to  every  one’s  remembrance 
“  Tacitus’s  account  of  the  miferable  condition  of  the 
“  Romans,  in  the  reign  of  'Tiberius^  their  emperor, 
“  who  let  loofe  and  encouraged  the  infornsers  of  that 
“  age.”  Here,  the  necelTary  meafures,  contrived  by 
the  government,  to  fupprefs  the  infamous  pradice  of 
fmuggling,  is  called,  an  unbounded  protedion  and 
encouragement  given  to  informers  ;  and  the  prefent 
molt  happy  flate  of  the  Britilh  nation,  under  a  prince 
who  is  the  delight  of  mankind,  is  alTociated  with,  and 
likened  unto,  the  miferable  condition  of  the  Romans 
under  Tiberius^  one  of  the  mod  wicked' and  voluptu¬ 
ous  of  their  emperors.  Thefe  are  not  the  effufions  of 
a  peaceable  citizen,  or  a  faithful  magiftrate  ;  and  the 
editor  unfeignedly  regrets  the  occalion,  which  has  pro¬ 
duced  this  remark,  becaufe  he  hoped  never  to  have 

feen 
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feen  fo  great  a  facrifice  made,  by  the  honourable  au¬ 
thor,  to  popular  favour.  But,  alafs  !  the  foul  path  to 
popularity,  muft  ever  be  ftrewed  with  the  fpoils  ra- 
vilhed  from  the  brow  of  royalty. 

Thefe  remarks  fufficiently  prove  the  charge  of 
difrefped:  to  the  mother  country, in  his  honour’s  book  ; 
which,  together  with  the  pamphlets  and  news-papers 
afore-recited,  will  ftrongly  mark  the  compledlion  of 
too  many  in  the  colonies,  when  the  Halifax  letter 
made  its  appearance.  The  editor,  truly  fcandalized 
at  fuch  freedoms,  and  fully  leniible  of  the  bad  confe- 
quences  which  would  follow  the  increafe  of  this 
temper,  which  he  hath  now  clearly  expofed  to  view, 
ventured  to  publiih  that  letter.  He  forefaw  it  would 
be  unpopular,  and  draw  on  him  a  profufion  of 
obloquy  and  reproach  ;  and  the  event  is  conformable 
to  his  expedlations  :  but  hill  he  is  not  difmayed,  and 
he  will  perfevere,  with  unremitting  zeal,  till  time, 
which  will  produce  his  beft  vindication,  hiall  con¬ 
vince  his  adverfaries  of  their  errors  and  miftakes. 
Perhaps  there  never  was  an  inftance  of  io  great  a 
proftitution,  and  debafement  of  the  human  faculties, 
as  in  the  conduft  of  thofe  who  have  appeared  in  this 
controverfy  againft  the  Plalifax  letter.  A  man  might 
have  committed  blafphemy  and  treafon,  and  met 
with  more  humane  treatment  than  has  been  Ihewn 
the  author,  as  appears  by  the  Bofton  pamphlet,  and 
many  detached  pieces  in  news-papers,  publilhed 
againfl  him.  To  apologize  for  Great-Britain,  it  feems, 
is  the  only  unpardonable  fin  in  this  meridian.  The 
bitternefs  of  truth  is  very  olfenlive,  and  the  Halifax, 
letter  has  dared  to  fpeak  it  out.  Had  the  matters 
therein  contained,  been  deftitute  of  truth,  it  would 
have  been  treated  like  the  lie  of  a  day,  and  as  foon 

.  difappeared  ; 


d'lfappeared  j  but  the  rage  and  venom ,  thrown  .ouf' 
againft  it,  is  an  unerring  proof  of  its  merit,  and  the 
authors  mod:  honorable  teftimony.  The  following 
points  were  all  the  Halifax  letter  intended  to  prove, 
to  wit  : 

That  the  New-England  colonies  privileges,  as  cor¬ 
porations  created  by  the  crown,  are  fixed  and  afeer- 
tained  by  their  charters. 

That  thefe  charters  sive  them  no  exemption  from 
the  jurifdidion  of  parliament. 

That  no  grant  of  the  king  could  exempt  them 
from  this  iurifdidion,  becaufe  the  common  law,  out 
of  which  it  is  derived,  confeffedly  reaches  the  colonies, 
and  brings  with  it  that  jurifdidion,  and  announces  its 
force  and  operation  over  them. 

That  the  houfe  of  commons  confider  themfelves 
as  reprefentatives  of  every  Britifh  fubjedt,  wherever 
hi' be  ;  and  therefore  to  every  ufeful  and  beneficial 
purpofe,  the  interefts  of  the  colonifts  are  as  well  fecured 
and  managed  by  fuch  a  houfe,  as  if  they  had  a  fhare 
in  electing  them. 

That  the  late  adt  for-  regulating  trade,  &c.  is  founded 
upon  the  neceflities  of  the  adminiftration,  which  muff 
be  fuppofed  to  have  adopted  the  beft  methods  it 
could,  to  raife  thofe  monies  intended  to  be  applied 
for  the  protedlion  of  die  colonies.  And, 

That  the  employment  of  cutters,  and  enlarging  the 
power  of  the  admiralty,  can  be  accounted  for  no 
otherwife,  than  from  the  apprehenfion  of  the  legifla- 
ture,  that  fmuggling,  in  fbme  of  the  colonies,  required 

further  and  feverer  remedies. 

This  was  the  whole  purport  and  dcfign  of  the 
Halifax  letter  :  If  any  fatyr  or  ridicule,  againft  the 
author  pf  the  rights  of  colonies,  was  occafionally  in-  ■ 

.  ’  terfperfed, 
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terfperfed,  it  was  fairly  and  juftly  invited,  by  the 
vanity  of  an  attempt,  which  w’^as  no  lefs  than  to  anni¬ 
hilate  the  parliamentary  jurifdidlion  in  the  colonies. 

•In  oppofition  to  this  inofFenfive  pamphlet,  the  editor 
of  it  is  affailed  by  two  very  diftinguilhcd  perfonages  ; 
both  of  them  efteemed  the  exafteft  models  of  polite- 
nefs,  urbanity,  and  foftnefs  of  manners,  perhaps  in 
America.  The  firft  retailed  his  labours  in  the  Provi¬ 
dence  news-papers.  The  fecond  has  fabricated  a 
pamphlet  of  thirty-two  pages,  printed  at  Bofton. 
They  flaal),in  the  few  followhig  remarks,  be  called, 
for  brevity’s  fake,  the  Provide?ice  ^Titer^  and  the 
Bofton  writer.  The  Providence  writer  lhall  be  firft 
taken  notice  of. 

He  accufes  the  Halifax  gentleman  of  want  of  can¬ 
dor,  for  charging  the  honourable  author  with  main¬ 
taining,  that  the  colonies  have  rights  independant 
“  of  parliament.”  So  far  from  retradfing  the  charge, 
the  editor  doth  now  aver,  that  this  dogma  hath  been 
afierted  by  his  honour  in  the  moft  open  and  exprefs 
manner.  It  can  be  proved,  even  from  public  files  and 
records,  that  the  parliamentary  authority  hath  been 
ladicroufly  treated  by  him.  He  and  his  followers, 
now  unable  to  mantain  the  dodtrine,  upon  any  prin¬ 
ciples,  founded  either  upon  the  nature  of  government, 
common  fenfe,  or  prudence,  are  at  length  become 
afliamed  of  their  indifcretion,  and  have  no  means  of 
acquittal,  but  to  deny,  with  confidence,  that  they  ever 
maintained  it.  The  editor,  how^ever,  continues  his 
accufation,  upon  the  cxpreffion  of  his  honour’s  book 
alone,  Vv^ithout  availing  himfelf  of  any  foreign  aid  ^ 
but  he  confelfes,  it  will  be  difficult  to  convince  the 
Providence  winter  of  this,  till  the  meaning  of  words 
fhall  be  adjufted  by  forne  authority,  to  which  his  obe¬ 
dience 
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dicncc  may  be  exadted.  To  what  purpofo  will  it  be 
to  make  ufe  of  %ns,if  their  fignification  maybe  tv/ifted 
and  varied  juft  as  a  writer  pleafes?  Does  not  his  honour 
fay,  in  plain  Englifli  words,  that  the  comma jt  people  cf 
Cjt‘ecit~I^mt{itfi  hci^e  ?ict  ciTiy Joift  o^po^uoc'K  o^jcf  the  jhmc-* 
f-icciTiSj  ciTid  that  they  ccituiot  pt^ve  a  po^ivev  to  theiT^ 

_  reprejentathes  which  they  have  not  themfehes.  Is  not 
the  inference  from  thefe  expreffions  as  clear  as  the' fun, 
that  thefe  reprefentdtives  have  no  power  over  the  Ame^ 
ricans  ?  And  if  the  reprefentatives,  i.  e.  the  houfe  of 
commons,  have  no  power  over  the  Americans,  an 
adl  of  parliament  can  have  no  power  over  them,  for 
the  houfe  of  commons  is  a  conftituent  branch  of  the 
legillative,  and  their  concurrence  abfolutely  eftential 
to  the  making  of  every  adt  :  Yet  the-  Providence 
writer ,  with  the  moft  inexcusable  prevarication j 
would  fain  melt  down  this  plain,  ftriking  denial  of 
parliamentary  jurifdidtion-,  to  mean  no  more  than' 
this,  that  it  was  his  honour s  belief  that  according  to- 
BritiJJo  principles  of  government ,  theJuhjeBs  of  America 
ought  not  to  be  taxed  in  parliament ,  This  rude  and 
violent  perverfion  of  plain  EngliHi,  cannot  deceive;  ' 
any  body  that  will  confider  but  a  moment. 

The  editor  thinks  this  a  proper  place  to  thank  the 
Bo/ion  writer  for  a  little  aftiftancc.  In  page  5  of  his 
book,  he  confefles  and  laments  that  the  aforegoing 
“  expreflions  of  his  honour  involve  a  fophifm,  un- 
“  worthy  of  him”;  and  to  do  the  Bofon  writer  juftice 
he  has  detedted  the  fallacy  which  efcapedthe  Halifax 
gentleman.  His  honour,  however,  may  not  take  it 
fo  kindly,  and  will  begin  to  fufpedt,  that  he  is  in  perils 
from  falfe  brethren  ;  for  certainly,  the  Bofon  writer 
has  given  a  fpecimen  of  his  difingenuity,  to  fay  no 
worle  of  it.  Every  body  muft  allow  this  is  adting  a-. 

double,. 
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double,  infmcere  part.  A  friend  Ihould  rather  have 
concealed  the  fault,  than  expofed  it  :  But  the  ruling 
pafuon  of  the  Boflon  writer  totally  abforbs  him  ;  and 
tlje  caufe  ittelf  is  rather  to  be  facrificed,  than  a  fingle 
ray  of  his  fnperior  difcernment  fliould  be  eclipfed. 

He  is,  h  owever,  entitled  to  a  further  coiTiplinient  from 
the  editor,  for  he  allows  his  honour’s  expreflion  to  be 
an  implicit  denial  of  the  authority  of  parliament, 
which  is  the  fame,  in  fubftance,  as  an  explicit  one  ; 
and  the  editor  can  fee  no  difference  in  the  two  modes-, 
except  in  the  dilguife  and  cunning,  which  are,  by  no 
means,  the  talents  of  a  fair  and  candid  enquirer  after 
truth.  Here,  it  is  hoped,  that,  with  the  reinforcement 
of  the  ’BoJIo?2  writer^  the  reader  will  be  convinced  that 
^he  charge  upon  his  honour  is  fully  made  out. 

But  fliould  it  be  ftill  thought,  that  his  hc^nour  has 
not  expreily  denied  the  jurifdiclion  of  parliament, 
yet  the  tendency  of  his  pamphlet  will  be  found  equally 
mifehievous.  If  we  are  taxed,  (fays  he)  without  our 
own  confent  ;  we  are  in  the  mlferable  condition  ot 
flaves.”  Page  4.  In  this  place,  he  hath  combined 
together  the  idea  of  flavery,  with  that  of  being  jtaxed 
without  our  confent, which  is  very  artful, and  an  eftedlu- 
al  way  to  extinguifh  all  regard  to  acts  of  parliament. 

It  is  eafy  to  forefee,  from  the  flighted:  knowledge  of 
the  temper  and  genius  of  a  free  people,  as  the  EnglilB 
are,  that  whenever  they  are  made  to  believe,  that  the 
-authority,  which  takes  money  out  of  their  purfes,  is 
not  founded  in  equity^  they  will  foon  refufe  obedience 
to  it.  And,  therefore,  fuppofing  all  that  has  been 
faid  on  this  fubjed,  by  his  honour,  or  any  other,  to 
have  gone  no  further,  than  only  to  queftion  the  equity 
of  taxing  the  colonies  without  their  being  reprefented  ; 

the  clfed  of  fuch  reafoning,  upon  the  minds  of  the 

.people^ 
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peopk,  will  be  equally  as  dangerous  to  the  peace  and 
order  of  government,  as  a  downright  denial  of  the 
authority  of  parliament  would  be.  So  that  ’it  is  a 
poor  evafion  for  the  patrons  and  promoters  of  fucli 
doctrines,  to  fay,  they  only  humbly  call  in  quefhon 
the  equity  of  exercifing  the  parliamentary  jurildiCtion  ; 
or,  that  according  to  Britilli  principles  of  government, 
the  Americans  ought  not  to  be  taxed  in  parliaruent ; 
for  the  morality  of  any  adion  is  determined  by  its 
confequences  ;  And  if  fuch  opinions,  however  drefled 
up,  will  be  found  to  have  weakened  fne  tiesot  obedi¬ 
ence,  the  mifehief  is  great ;  and  the  guilt  of  it  will 
fall  upon  the  heads  of  thofe  who  have  promoted  fuch 


opinions. 

The  ilalifax  gentleman  fays,  “  that  he  had  endea- 
voured  to  inveftigate  the  natural  relation,  between, 
the  colonies  and  the  mother  (late,  ahftracted  from 
compadt  ”  The  Providence  writer,  remarkable 
for  the  cleanlinefs  of  his  ideas,  fays,  this  is  rank  nonfenje^, 
that  the  mother  country  and  colony  have  no  natural 
relation.  The  editor  could,  on  this  occafion,  add  a 
modicum  to  the  Providence  writers  flock  of know- 
lege,  by  various  extradls  from  books,  and  thereby 
pilVify  the  mode  of  expreflion  in  the  Halifax  lettei  . 
But  he  is  relieved  from  further  elucidating  this  point, 
by  the  Bofion  writer,  to  whom  he  again  pays  his  com¬ 
pliment  of  thanks,  for  his  afliftance,  in  transfcriing 
to  the  Providence  vmter,  the  rank  nonjrnfe  charged 
tippn  the  Halifax  gentleman.  In  page  3 1,  the  Bolion 
■  writer  has  that  there  is  a  natural  relation 

between  a  mother  flate  and  its  colonies  ;  lo  that  the 
Halifax  letter  is  fairly  quit  of  the  abfurdity,  by  a 
majority  of  two  voices  agalnft  one  :  But  fhould  it  be 

thought  otherwife,  the  editor  leaves  the  point  to  be 
^  Q  decided 
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decided  between  them.  The  policy,  in  the  oppofition 
to  the  Halifax  letter,  muft  appear  new  and  fingular. 
The  amiable  couple,  who  form  this  oppofition,  inflead 
of  being  united,  counteradl:  each  other  ;  and,  like  the 
legs  of  Nebuchadnezzar’s  image,  compofed  of  iron 
end  clay,  will  foon  break  to  pieces. 

The  Halifax  gentleman  fays,  “  that  ads  of  parlia- 
merit  derive  their  authority  from  the  common  law.” 
“  It  fo,  Xays  the  Providence  vcriter,  the  jurifdiftion  of 
parliament  miifi  be  fubordinate  to  the  common  law.”' 
Not  fo  neither  :  And  the  iffue  of  ftupidity  fhall  be 
fairly  tried.  Sir  Edward  Coke  fays,  indeed,  right, 
tnat  the  jurifdicflion  of  this  court  is  tranfcendant,  &c. 
But  from  whence  is  it  derived  Could  this  jurildidiorr 
torm  and  create  itfelt  ?  No  :  It  is  the  common  law, 
founded  upon  long  ufage  and  confent,  which  has- 
placed  an  uncontroulabie,  tranfcendant  jurifdidtion  in 
that  court,  even  to  alter  and'amend  the  courfe  and 
diredtion  of  various  branches  of  the  common  law  itfelf. 

P/'^y^dence  writer  could  trace  a  different  fourc'd 
ot  this  jurifdidion,  or  account  for  it  better,  he  ouo-ht 

to  have  done  it  }  but  his  lilence  is  a  proof  that  *he 
could  not.  I 

He  charges  the  Halifax  gentleman  with  unbounded 
tolly,  and  then  makes  liim  lay,  that  parliamentary 
jurildidtion  “  can  be  extended,  occalionally,  into  every 
y  kingdom  of  the  world.”  But  there  is  no  expreffion 
in  the  letter  that  will  warrant  any  fuch  condruction. 
It  fays,  “  The  jurifdiaion  of  parliament  is  attached 
“  to  every  Britilh  fuhjedl,  wherefoever  he  be.”  And 
this  is,  indeed,  true  of  all  fubjecds  in  the  Britilh  colo¬ 
nies.  It  is  there,  this  jurifditaion  is  now  difputed  ; 
and  they  at  prefent  are  the  fubiedt  of  this  controverfv. 
Therefor e,  the  general  exprelhons,  wherefoever  he  he, 

according 
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■according  to  the  rules  of  argumentation,  muft  mean, 
and  be  interpreted,  in  the  colonies  Lord  Coke  lays,  - 
“  Thecommon  law  extends  to  all  places  granted  under 
“  the  broad  feal.”  Therefore  it  ncceflarily  extends 
to,  and  operates  in,  the  colonies.  It  there  maintains 
and  aderts  the  jurifdidlion  of  parliament  over  them. 
Shall  the  editor  be  ftill  alked  for  a  better,  or  llironeer 
authority,  to  judify  his  opinion  ? 

In  one  paragraph  of  the  Providence  news-paper, 
the  Halifax  gentleman  is  twice  charged  with  impudence^ 
with  the  moji  ^>^pudencc.  dhis  is  indeed 

very  clever  ;  and  what  is  it  for  r-  Why  he  has  prefu¬ 
med  to  fay,  “  that  a  reprefentation,  if  allowed,  would 
be  of  no  real  ufe  to  us.”  Is  this  fo  criminal  ?  Have 
patience,  gentle -reader,  and  be  not  adoniflred  at  the 
editor’s  calmnefs.  Michael,  the  arch-angel,  would 
not  bring  a  railing  accufation  againll;  the  Devil.— 
Bitter  words,  and  opprobrious  epithets,  are  harmlefs, 
things,  and  prove  nothing.  It  is  the  focial  and  moral 
conduit  of  a  man,  that  forms  his  charailer  in  life. 

The  meaneft  wretches  are  the  mod  dextrous  at  all 
the  artillery  of  low  abufe ;  and  to  excel  in  this  re-^ 

Ipeit,  is  only  to  fink  in  fame. 

The  Halifax  gentleman  fays,  “  It  is  the  opinion 
‘‘  of  the  houfe  of  commons,  and  may  be  confidered 
S'  as  a  law  of  parliament,  that  they  are  the' reprefen- 
“  tatives  of  every  Britidi  fubjeil,  wherever  he  be. 

In  faying  this,  his  intention  was  merely  to  conciliate 
the  minds  of  his  countrymen,  and  to  produce  in  the 
colonies  a  quiet  fubmiffion  to  the  mealures  of  parlia¬ 
ment,  by  letting  them  know,  that  they  have  no  reafon 
to  complain,  becaufe,  in  the  opinion  of  the  houfe  of 
commons,  tho’  they  are  not  in  fa^  reprefented,  yet  ^ 

their  properties  and  interefts  are  equally  regarded  1 

‘  ^  ■  with 


with^  thofe  of  their  fellow  fubjedls  in  Great-Britain. 
But  it  feems  this  prudent  and  coinniendable  endea¬ 
vour  of  the  Halifax  letter,  meets  with  the  ufual  per- 
ional  invedlive  from  the  Providence  writer.  Mull: 
not  he,  and  his  whole  tribe,  ftand  condemned,  in  the 
judgment  of  all  fober  and  moderate  men,  for  wickedly 
mifleading  the  people,  under  the  deceitful  guife  of 
liberty  ?  Is  not  he  a  better  friend  to  the  colonies, 
who  tells  them  the  plain  truth,  and  would  fain  pre¬ 
vent  the  increafe  of  thofe  prejudices  and  idols  of  the 
mind,  which,  if  fuffered  to  grow  wild,  will  infalliably 
be  hurtful  to  the  prefent  age,  and  to  pofterity. 

The  Halifax  letter  fays,  that  a  merchant,  tho’ 
w  orth  1 00,000  fterling,  if  it  confifts  only  in 
peilonal  effedls,  has  no  vote  in  election  of  parlia¬ 
ment  members.  The  Providence  writer  fays, 
Uisplfe,  To  prove  that  it  is  falfe,  he  cites  juftice 
Powys’s  argument,  in  the  cafe  of  Ajlby  and  White, 
who  fays,^  “  In  fome  boroughs,  every  pot  waller  may 
vote  •  in  fome,  refidents  ;  and  in  others,  the  out- 
.lying  burgeffes,  &c.”  What  then  ?  Does  this 
prove  it  falfe  ?  A  man  may  be  worth  ico,ooo  fter- 
ling,  perfonal  eflate,  and  yet  be  neither  a  freeholder, 
a  burgefs,  a  potwaller,  or  a  freeman,  of  any  corpora¬ 
tion  in  Great-Britain  ^  and  therefore  may  have  no 
light  to  vote.  So  that  it  remains  yet  undeniably  plain, 
that  a  man  of  that  fortune  may  be  unqualified  to 
vote  ;  and  it  is  undoubtedly  true,  that  there  are 
Tiianyfuch  in  Great-Britain,  who  cannot  vote  at  all. 
But  the  matter  is  fcarcely  worth  the  writing  of  a  fingle 
woid,  and  fliould  here  have  been  unnoticed,  had  it 
not  been  for  the  charge  of  falfhood. 

•  The  Halifax  letter  affirms,  ‘‘  that  copyholders  in 
J  Bngland,  of  1000  fterling  per  annum,  cannot 
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‘V  vote.”  Here  the  Providence  writer  gives  him  the 

lie  again. - Thou  parragon  of  truth  and  goodnefs, 

does  it  follow,  that  becaufe  the  ftatute  of  the  oth  of 
Anne  qualifies  a  copyholder  for,  life,  of  £.  6co  fterling 
per  annum,  to  be  a  knight  of  the  fhire,  that  therefore 
copyholders  may  vote  ?  It  clearly  does  not-.  “  Copy- 
holders  are  a  fervile  tenure  :  They  are  not  free  and 
common  focage  ;  and  therefore  fall  Ihort  of  the  dig¬ 
nity,  the  immunities,  and  the  independency  of  that 
freehold  tenure,  which,  for  more  than  three  hundred 
years,  have  conftituted  an  eledlor  of  knight  of  the 
ihire.”  This  dodlrine  was  fully  efiabliflied,  by  a  very 
learned  man,  with  whom  the  Providence  writer  is  not 
yet  acquainted  i  and  it  was  confirmed  by  the  ftatute 
of  the  3ifi;  of  the  late  king,  which  enadted,  “  That 
after  the  29th  day  of  June,  A.  D.  1758,  no  copyholder 
fliould  vote  for  a  knight  of  the  flfire,  under  penalty  of 

^.50  fterling,”  &c. - The  lefibn  of  humiliation  is 

hard  to  learn  ;  but  painful  as  it  is,  the  Providence 
writer  fliould  here  begin  the  work  :  And,  for  his 
encouragement,  let  him  remember  that  his  credit 
will  raife  in  proportion  to  the  decreafe  of  his  pride  ; 
and  that  meeknefs  will  reftore  to  him,  what  he  has 
loft  by  his  arrogance. 

The  employment  of  cutters,  and  enlarging  the 
Dowcr  of  the  admiralty,  contained  in  the  adt  of  par- 
i  lament,  was  complained  of  by  the  honourable  author. 
As  thefe  meafurcs  feemed  grievous  to  the  colonifts, 
the  Halifax  gentleman  conceived,  that  if  he  could 
give  any  fatisfadlory  account  of  the  motives,  which 
induced  the  adminiftration  to  adopt  them,  it  would 
not  be  unacceptable  to  fueh  perfons  as  had  not  con- 
fidered  of  the  matter,  and  w'ould  rather  foften  the; 
colonifts,  than  provoke  them  againft  thofe  meafurcs : 

Accordingly 


\ 
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I  xiiore  flagrant  thefe  are,  the  more  fevere  fliould  ibofe 
I  be.  This  will  be  admitted  by  every  body.  Corrupt 
I  tijfima  refpublicay  plurima  leges^  fays  Tacitus.  But  it 
B  fecrns  the  Providence  writer  thinks  thefe  proceedings 
I  arbitrary  and  ufelefs,  becaufe,  he  fays,  there  has 

l  been,  for  years  paid,  little  or  no  fmuggling  carried  on 

I  in  thefe  nordiern  colonies,  but  in  the  article  of  me- 

I  lafles.”  The  editor  here  readily  grants,  that  the  trade 

I  of  foreign  melafles,  though  illicit,  is  by  far  the  leaft 
!  injurious  of  any  :  And  he,  with  truth,  can  fay,  that 
I  that  fpecies  of  trade  entered  very  little  into  the  charge 

I  of  fmuggling,  brought  againfl  the  northern  colonies, 

I  But  does  this  Providence  writer  imagine,  that  the 

I  editor  has  fuch  a  daflardly,  temporizing  fpirit,  that  he 

I  dares  not  fpeak  out  what  every  body  knows  to  be 

true  r  Is  it  not  notorious,  that  a  moft  iniquitous, 

I  fmuggling  trade  has  been  long  carried  on,  from  feve- 

I  ral  of  the  colonies,  to  Holland,  and  other  foreign 

I  European  countries,  to  *the  vaft  prejudice  of  Great-  ' 

'  Britain,  and  her  manufadlures  }  And  there  is  not  the  * 

leafl  kind  of  doubt,  if  the  new  infliltuted  court  of  ad¬ 
miralty  fliould  be  aboliflied,  and  the  men  of  war  and 
cutters  withdrawn  from  their  ftations,  but  this  fame 
/  trade  would  be  renewed,  and  pradlifed  in  fuch  a  man¬ 
ner,  as  to  elude  the  contravention  of  cuftom-houfe 
cfficers,  however  faithful  and  vigilant  they  might  be. 
Can  any  one  be  fo  ignorant  ot  the  world,  as  not  to 
1  enow,  that  money  is  almofl:  become  the  fupreme 
■  good  ^  and  that  the  obligations  of  conicience  and 
duty,  are  but  feeble  reilraints,  when  prolpedts  of  great 
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The  inclination  to  finuggle  is  equally  prevalent  ii¥ 
many  parts  of  Great-Britain,.  the  ifle  of  Man,  &c. 
The  means  ufed  to  check  it,  in  thofe  places,  are  rather 
more  rigorous  than  here  :  And  the  editor  is  not  yet 
perfuaded,  “  that  the  people  of  New-England  are 
fuch  philofophers  and  divines,  compared  with  thofe 
of  Great-Britain,”  that  their  virtue  is  proof  againR; 
the  allurements  of  mammon.  He  thinks  it  no  breach 
of  charity  to  fay,  that  if  the  fear  of  confifcation  and 
forfeiture  was  removed,  the  king’s'  revenue  would  be 
as  little  regarded  by  thefe  New-England  philofophers 
and  divines,  as  by  any  other  people,  though  the  law 
of  both  tables  fliould  look  them  full  in  the  face  ;  And 
he  will  pay  them  no  compliment,  at  the  expence  of 
truth. - For  fuch-iike  fentiments  as  thefe,  the  Hali¬ 

fax  gentletnan  is  threatened,  by  the  Providence  writer,- 
with  fomething  that  looks  like  a  legal  profecutiou. 
He  fays,  there  has  been  little  or  no  fmuggling  in  the 
colonies.  What  violence  does  this  unhappy  devoted 
man  commit  againd;  the  didtates  of  his  own  heart.- 
The  editor  here  confelfeth,  he  feels  fome  indignation, 
mixed  with  pity,  towards  a  perfon,  who  is  fo  loft  to 
every  manly  fentiment,  “  that  the  words  of  his  mouth- 
“  have  no  interpretation  ;  His  tongue  and  his  heart 
“  are  for  ever  at  variance.”  To  be  threatened  with 
a  profecution,  from  this  Providence  writer,  is,  indeed,- 
enough  to  try  one’s  patience.  The  editor  thinks, 
however,  he  is  fecure,  at  prefent,  in  his  own  inno¬ 
cence,;  but  when  his  crimes  become  fo  great,  that 
thofe  v/hom  he  has  betrayed  demand  reftitution  in  a 
court  of  juftice,  for  his  faliBood  and  perfidy  :  When-  • 
his  confcious  guilt  fliall  afford-  no  folace  to  his  mind  ; 
fncn  he  may  be  driven  to  take  flrelter  under  the  wings, 
of  a  party,  to  fcreen  himfelt  from  the  refentment  of 
his  injured  and  abufed  clients.  The 
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The  editor  here  takes  his  final  leave  of  the  Provi¬ 
dence  writer. 

» 

The  fecond  that  has  honoured  the  Halifax  letter 
with  his  animadverfions,  is  a  BoJ}o?i  %pritcr\  who  has* 
publidied  a  pamphlet,  entitled,  A  vindication  of  the 
Britijh  colonies^  againjl  the  afperfions  of  the  Halifax 
gentleman.  '  • 

The  treatment  fome  of  the  moft  refpeclable  cha¬ 
racters,  in  the  Maffachufetts-Eay,  have  met  with 
from  this  writer,  left  the  editor  no  room  to  doubt 
what  would  be  his  own  fate,  and  he  is  not  difappointed. 

In  the  firll:  page,  he  lays,  all  who  'grow  outrageous^ 
are  difguffuL  This  has  fo  great  a  likenefs  to  the 
original,  that  one  could  take  his  oath,  he  was  fitting 
tor  his  own  pidlure.  His  features  open  and  fpread  with 
almcfi;  the  firft  ftroke  ofhis  pen.  Know  thyself. 
This  fingle  faying  of  old  Chilo,  the  Lacedemonian, 
luitably  imprefied  upon  his  mind,  would  have  pre¬ 
vented  hIs  writing  this  pamphlet,  and  faved  the  public 
much  pain,  becaufe,  all  who  grow  outrageous^  are  dif 
giififuL 

So,  J-m— y, — fo,  fo,  J-m— y,— fo,  J-m— y,  fo. 

Boston  News-Paper. 

The  editor  hath,  with  great  travail  and  perfeverance, 
waded  through  this  dreary  wafte  of  32  pages.  In  at¬ 
tempting  to  explore  it.  Chaos  feemed  to  be  come 
again.  The  patience  he  exercifed,  on  that  dark  and 
gloomy  occafion,  has  fitted  him  for  any  misfortune 
or  difappointment  in  life.  Pain,  he  will  no  more  con- 
fider  as  an  evil.  Nay,  fiiould  he  be  forced  to  pafs 
the  Stygian  river,  and  drink  its  poifonous  vapours,  it 
would  be  more  than  Elyfian,  compared  with  the 
inifery  of  Leading  through  this  pamphlet. 

How 
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IJow  deep  the  darknefs  ?  and  the  groan  how  loud  ? 
And  far,  how  far  !  fromdambent  are  the  flames  ? 


This  pamphlet  has  anfwered  two  purpofes  :  Fii  H:, 
to  fcatter,  upon  the  author  of  the  Halifax  letter,  the 
mofl;  unprovoked  abufe  :  And  fecondly,  by  an  unac¬ 
countable  fatality,  to  fullain  and  confirm  the  principal 
argument  contained  in  that  letter.  Though  the  Boflon, 
writer  is  fairly  foiled,  he  flfall  find,  in  the  editor,  a 
generous  antagonift,  for  he  will  not  rob  him  of  his 
weapons. 

The  Boflon  writer  fays,  “  It  is  certain,  that  the 
parliament  of  Great-Britain  hath  a  jufl,  clear,  equi¬ 
table,  and  conflitutional  right,  power,  and  authority,  to 
bind  the  colonies,  by  all  adls  wherein  they  arc  named. 

'  Every  laxiyer,  nay,  every  tyro,  knows  this.  No  lej's 
certain  is  it,  that  the  parliament  oj  Great-Britain  have 
.  a  jufl  and  equitable  right,  power,  and  authority,  to  im- 
pofe  taxes  on  the  colonies,  internal  and  external,  on 
lands  as  well  as  on  trade.  Here  he .  will  certainly 
appear,  in  the  opinion  of  his  alfociates  and  ad¬ 
herents,  to  have  furrendered  up  all  at  diferetion,  and 
betrayed  his  whole  party  ;  for  the  above  palTage  con¬ 
tains  a  moft  unreferved  and  lolemn  recognition  of  the 
abfolute,  unlimited  authority  of  parliament  over  the 
colonies.  The  warmth  of  the  expreflion,  and  the 
care  taken  to  fhun  all  ambiguity,  indicates  the  zeal  of 
a  new  convert  j  for  that  he  is  a  new  convert,  will 
appear  from  a  pafiage  in  his  firft  pamphlet,  which  he 
cites  in  page  27  of  his  prefent  performance,  in  thefc 
words  :  “  hVhen  the  parliament  lhall  think  fit  to  allow 
“  the  colonifts  a  reprefentation  in  the  houfe  of  com- 
“  mons,  the.  equity  of  their  taxing  the  colonies  will  be 
as  clear  as  their  power  is  at  prefent  of  doing  it 

D  ‘‘  without. 
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without,  if  they  pleafe/’  Hence  it  is  evident,  that 
when  he  wrote  his  firft  pamphlet,  the  equity  of  taxing 
the  colonies  depended,  in  his  opinion,  upon  their  being, 
in  fadl,  reprelented  in  tiie  houfe  of  commons :  for  when 
that  fhould  be  allowed,  the  equity  of  taxing  would  be  as 
clear  as  their  power  is  at  prefent,  &c.  Thus  there  was 
a  time,  when  Bojion  writer  was  a  meer  tyro  ^  it 
is  a  pleafure  to  acknowlege,  that  he  is  now  become  a 
lawyer.^ 

It  will  afford  fome  amufement  to  obferve  here, 
that  the  prefent  Providence  writer  was  the  author  of 
the  dream,  taken  notice  of  in  page  8.  The  reader 
may  recolledl,  that  he  there  fays,  He  who  tells 
me,  that  I  am  to  be  taxed  where  I  have  no  reprefen- 
tative,  does  but  mock  me/'  The  reader  will  alfo  re¬ 
mark,  that,  in  the  proceeding  paragraph,  the  Bofton 
writer  fays,  that  the  parliament  of  Great-Britain  may 
conftitutionally  and  equitably  tax  us,  and  yet  we  are 
not  reprefented.  This  will  naturally  produce  fome 
very  diverting  images.  The  feene,  at  length,  opens, 
and  difeovers  this  amiable  pair  of  writers  s  one  of  them 
dreaming,  and  the  other  mocking  him.  Mercy  on  us  ! 
what  a  group  would  this  furnifh,  for  the  grotefque 
genius  of  a  Dutch  painter  ? 

Upon  the  whole,  the  Bofton  pamphlet,  however 
barren  it  maybe  in  fome  refpefts,  affords,  a  large 
field  for  the  critical  talents  of  a  Profodiany  or  an 
jiuceps  Syllabarumy  which  was  a  charader  given  by 
Cicero  to  fome  lawyers  of  his  time  ;  but  as  the  editor 
does  not  boaft  fuch  acquirements,  he  can  have  no  kind 
of  controverfy  7i^ith  the  Bofton  writer y  after  the  inge_ 

The  rights  nf  cdlonies  aJferiedyO^ which  this  Bojion  ^writer  was  the  author, 
wa»  aimoft  univerfaliy  cenfured  at  home.  This  fuiliciently  accounts 
ior  his  veering  about. 


nuous 
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nuous  confeflion  he  hath  made  of  his  new  political 
principles.  He  has  difarmed,  by  this  very  commen- 
.dable  declaration,  the  little  refentment  the  editor  had 
againfi:  him,  for  the  perfonal  abufe  his  piece  contains  : 
Therefore,  he  freely  forgives,  and  at  the  fame  time 
congratulates  him,  on  the  happy  convidion  of  his 
errors.  But  the  work  of  repentance  fliould  not  flop 
here  ;  it  is  to  be  feared  the  honourable  author  is  yet  an 
unbeliever,  and  his  converfion  fhould  be  made  a  point 
of.  When  this  is  done,  his  honour  and  the  Bqfton 
'Writer  thould  adjufl,  together,  the  fallacy  detedled  in 
his  book  :  For  though  the  argument  was  not  any 
ways  alFeded  by  that  fallacy,  yet  it  impeaches  his  ho¬ 
nour’s  underftanding  ;  or,  at  lead:,  his  candor.  When 
this  is  v/ell  fettled,  the  terms,  natural  relatiouy  between 
a  mother  date  a^d  its  colonies,  fhould  be  difeuffed 
between  him  and  the  Providence  writer.  And  when 
peace  and  unanimity  are  reftored  within  their  borders, 
they  fliould  form  a  new  plan  of  operations,  and  de¬ 
pute  one  of  their  body  to  attack  the  Halifax  letter ; 
but  they  fliould,  in  all  good  policy,  agree  not  to  con- 
tradid  or  confute  each  other  for,  befides  the  addi¬ 
tional  trouble  they  give  their  antagonifl,  they  weaken 
and  deflroy  the  ground  they  fland  upon. 

'  As  the  particular  remarks  upon  the  Providence 
writer  are,  in  a  great  meafure,  applicable  to  the  ge¬ 
neral  contents  of  the  Boflon  pamphlet  ;  and  as  this 
latter  contains  nothing  new,  but  is  rather  inferior  to 
the  former,  both  in  the  method  and  argument; 
it  would  be  but  dull  repetition  to  fay  any  thing 
further  upon  it.  The  editor,  therefore,  will  take  his 
leave  of  the  Bojlon  writer  ;  but  muft  firfl  balance 
the  finz-fongy  with  part  of  that  celebrated  charadei 
oiCaJJius,  (to  compare  fmall  things  with  great)  whi^ 
Bhakefpear  has  put  in  the  mouth  of  Ccejar.  —He 
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- ii?  hears  no  mujick  : 

Seldom  he  Jmiles  ;  and  fmiles  in  fuch  a  Jort, 
Jh  if  he  mock  d  hi77ifelf^  and  fcornd  his  fpirit^ 
^  hat  could  be  movd  to  fmile  at  ajiy  thing. 
Such  7nen  as  he^  be  never  at  heard s  eafe^ 
JVhilJl  they  behold  a  greater  than  themfelves. 
And  therefore' are  they  very  dangerous. 


y 


» 

It  is  proper  here  to  record,  what,  perhaps,  may 
appear,  a  few  years  hence,  almoft  incredible.  At 
the  general  affembly  of  this  colony,  held  at  Eaft- 
Oreejnwich,  on  the  lad  Monday  of  February,  A.  D.’ 
1765,  the  deputy-governor  wetjt  down  to  the  lower 
houfe,  with  this  harmlefs  Halifax  letter  in  his  hand, 
and  requefted  them  to  take  it  into  confideration,  and 
purfue  fuch  meafures  againftthe  printer,  or  pamphlet, 
as  they  thould  think  fit.  Some  warm  members 
puflied  on  this  motion,  and,  in  their  anger,  feemed  to 
have  forgot,  that  the  liberty  of  the  prefs  was  facred, 
and  the  greatefl;  bulwark  of  Britifh  freedom  :  They 
reprefented  the  pamphlet  as  a  libel,  infilled  that  the 
printer  fliould  be  fent  for,  and  fome  were  for  burning 
the  pamphlet  by  the  hands  of  the  common  hangman. 
This  was  in  the  genuine  flyle  of  eaflern  defpotifm, 
and  reminds  the  editor,  that  he  has  fomewhere  read 
of  “  two  young  ladies,  in  India,  who  were  fliut  up 
for  life  in  a  box,  thick  fet  with  pointed  nails  ;  one 
for  having  had  a  love  intrigue,  and  the  other  for  not 
difclofing  it."  The  iffue  of  this  affair  was,  there  were 
members  in  the  houfe,  of  virtue  and  moderation,  who 
law  nothing  offenfive  in  the  pamphlet  ;  And  the 
application  of  the  deputy-governor  only  ferved  to 

Ihew,  that  our  fenators,  in  this  inftance,  were  neither 

/ 

acquainted  with,  or  adhiated  by,  the  true  principles 
of  the  Britifh  conftitution.  While 
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•  While  we  lament  how  thin  the  partition  is,  between 
excefs  of  liberty  and  abfolute  tyranny,  it  fhould  be  a 
pleafing  confideration,  to  every  man  in  the  colony, 
that  his  liberty  and  property  are  fubjedt,  in  the  laft 
refort,  to  the  care  and  animadverfion  of  the  mother 
country. 

The  oppofition  to  the  Halifax  letter,  however 
cholerick  and  fretful  it  be,  bodes  no  evil  to  the  editor. 
He  does  not  mean  to  be  vain,  when  he  fays,  that  he 
is  independant  in  fpirit,  and  in  circumftances  ;  he 
has  not  a  wifli  which  feeks  its  gratification  from  the 
ffniles  of  popularity  :  If  he  had,  the  arts  of  adulation 
and  duplicity  lie  open  to  his  choice,  and  would  yield 
him  the  fame  harvefl  which  brings  a  triumph  to  thofe, 
who  prefer  prefent  fame  to  all  other  confiderations. 

- He  now  takes  leave  of  the  public,  and  of  his  ad- 

verfaries,  his  private  concerns  will  not  permit  him  to 
continue  the  difpute  any  longer,  whatever  infults  he 
may  receive.  Befides,  he  thinks  it  wlfdom  todifcon- 
tinue  a  controverfy,  which  his  antagonifts  have  already 
made  perfonal,  and  therefore  can  anfwer  no  end,  but 
to  four  and  provoke  one  againft  the  other  ;  Recrimi¬ 
nation  throws  no  light  upon  the  enquiry,  and  the 
fubjedt  becomes  loft  in  a  torrent  of  abufe.  Ha  nugce^ 
Jiria  diicunt  in  mala.  “  The  madnefs  of  others  {hall 
be  a  leffon  to  him.”  He  will  give  no  occahon  for 
the  further  produdlion  of  human  depravity  and  bafe- 
nefs,  left  he  flaould  lofe  that  philanthropy,  which,  at 
prefent,  adminifters  to  him  the  greateft  contentment, 
next  to  that  he  derives  from  the  efteem  and  friendflaip 
of  good  and  virtuous  men. 

/ 
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^  ^  aforegoing  fheets  were  committed  to  the  prefs,  feve- 

ral  vefTels  have  arrived  from  London,  and  brought  intelligence, 
that  the  act  of  parliament,  for  levying  a  llamp  duty  on  the  colo- 
nies^  IS  a^uallv  pad  :  That,  upon  this  occafion,  not  a  fingle  member 
in  the  houfe  of  commons  fpoke  againd  taxing  America  ;  nor  would  one 
them  even  introduce  a  petition,  which  fliould  impeach  the  parlia¬ 
ment  s  right  :  That  one  member,  in  particular,  faid,  “  that  where  the 
,  ICoIonies  Hand  on  fuch  high  pretenfions  of  independance  on  the  fupreme 
^Icgjflativeauthority  ofGreat-Britain,there  is  no  moderating  any  thino.” 
His  majedy  s  fpeech,  at  opening  the  prefent  feffions,  is  alfo  come  over ; 
wherein  he  fays,  he  ‘‘  relies  on  the  vvifdom  and  lirmnefs  of  parliament, 

.  to  promote  obedience  to  the  laws,  and  reverence  to  the  legiflative 
authority  of  Great-Britain.”  In  anfwer  to  this  fpeech,  both  houfes, 
in  terms  equally  drong,  have  ecchoed  back  to  the  throne,  the  king’s 

pleafure,  and  declared  their  refolution  to  maintain  due  refpeCt  to  this 
authority. 

Thefc  proceedings  at  home,  have  compleated  the  defence  of  the 
Halifax  letter,  beyont^even  the  power  of  cavil  or  chicane.  The  par¬ 
liament,  by  pafTing  the  damp  aft,  have  determined  the  quedion  rcfpea- 
ang  their  right  of  taxing  the  colonies,  in  fuch  a  manner,  that  no  prudent 
or  fenfible  man  will  ever  hereafter  difpute  it. 

Although ^  colonies  ajjerted  and pronjed,  hath  been  vainly 
puffed,  in  a  London  news-paper,  by  fome  hungry  bookfeller,  as  a  piece 
proper  for  the  indrudlion  of  both  houfes  of  parliament,  yet  the  event 
has  flievvn,  that  not  a  fingle  member  is  one  grain  the  wifer  by  it.  The 
other  pamphlets  and  news-papers,  publiflied  in  America,  with  the  pe¬ 
titions  and  remondrances,  fent  home  by  the  colonies,  were  too  bold, 
TOO  FREE  ;  and,  as  it  is  faid  above,  not  a  fingle  member  would  prefent 
one  of  them  to  the  houfe  :  But,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  declared,  thatthe 
pretenfions  of  independency  in  the  colonies,  would  not  admit  of  any 
moderation  towards  them. 

The  reader  is  here  intreated  to  look  back  a  little  into  the  Halifax 
gentleman’s  letter.  In  page  5,  fpeaking  of  his  honour’s  pamphlet, 
■he  fays,  “It  were  to  be  wifhed,  that  fome  friends  of  the  colonies 
would  endeavour  to  remove  any  unfavoarable  impreflions,  this  and 
other  pamphlets,  of  the  like  kind,  may  have  occafioned  at  home  ; 
led  thofe  in  power  form  the  general  charafler  of  the  colonies  from 
fuch  notices  as  thefe -convey  ;  and  from  thence  be  inclined  to  in- 
creafe  their  dependance,  rather  than  to  emancipate  them  from  their 
prefent  fuppofed  impofitions.”  Again,  This  people,  (of  Great- 
Britaia)  judly  confeious  of  their  dignity,  will  not  patiently  be  dida- 
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ted  to,  by  thofe,  whom  they  have  ever  confidered  as  dependant  apart 
“  them.”  Inpagei6,hetakesnoticeoftheconduaofthehoufeofcom-- 

mons,  in  the  year  1733,  when  the-RhodeJfland  agent  prefented  a  peti¬ 
tion  againft  the  then  fugar  bill,  containing  pretenfions  fomewhat 
fimilar  to  thofe  now  fet  up  ;  and  then  fays,  “  From  hence  you  may 
perceive,  how  little  profpea  there  is  of  the  colonies  gaining  any  ' 
“  point,  upon  the  footing  of  thefe  new  fuppofititious  rights.  Broach- 
“  ing  fuch  opinions,  will  excite  the  jealoufy  of  parliament,  and  you 
will  be  looked  upon  with  an  evil  eye.  The  promoters  of  fiiclx 
doflrines  are  no  friends  to  the  colonies,  whatever  may  be  their  pre- 
“  tenfions.  Can  his  honour  be  fo  vain  as  to  imagine,  that  ten  thou- 
“  fand  fuch  pamphlets  as  his,  will  influence  the  parliament  ;  or  that 
“  they  will  be  perfuaded,  by  the  force  of  his  elocution,  to  give  up 
‘‘  their  fupremacy,  and  right  of  taxing  the  colonies  ?  If  we  have  any 
thing  to  alk,  we  fliould  remember,  that  diffidence  and  modefty  will 
always  obtain  more,  from  generous  minds,  than  frowardnefs  and' 

impertinence,” - Whether  the  Halifax  gentleman  hath  prophe- 

fted  truly  or  not,  let  his  enemies  now  declare  ?  Whether  he  hath^ 
deferved  the  foul  ufage  he  has  received,  let  the  public  now  fpeak  ? 

If,  inflead  of  our  high  pretenfions  to  independance,  fomented 
and  fpirited  up  by  thofe  gentry  who  oppofe  the  Halifax  letter, 
we  had  modeftly  reprefented  our  poverty  and  inability  to  pay 
taxes,  or  pointed  out  to  the  parliament  any  other  more  fuitable, 
or  lefs  burdenfome  method  of  taxation,  we  fhould  have  been  liftened- 
to,  with  an  indulgent  and  parental^  ear  :  We  fhould, have  found  the 
Britifh.  legiflature,  like  Apollo,  rewarding  our  merit,  inflead  of  pu> 
nifhing  our  prefumption.  But,  alafs  !  the  fatal  fljaft  is  fped  ;  and  thofe 
who,  from  principles  of  falfe  patriotifm,  have  led  the  colonies  into 
thefe  errors,  will,  fo  long  as  taxes  are  felt  by  us,  deferve  the  execration 
and  reproaches  of  their  countrymen,  whom  they  have  thus  betrayed 
and  enthralled.  At  prefent,  nothing  remains,  on  our  part,  but  a  dutiful 
fubmiflion.  If  the  late  meafures  feem  hard,  let  us  compare  our  con-  - 
dition  with  other  nations  and  countries,  and  learn  contentment.  The 
honourable  author  muft  now  weep  in  filence,  for  what  his  lucubrations 
have  not  been  able  to  accomplifh.  The  Providence  dr  earner  ^  during 
the  remainder  of  his  refliefs,  difappointed  days,  muft  fubmit  to  the 
mockery  of  thofe  who  acknowlege  the  parliamentary  jurifdiftion.  The 
Bojion  ^writery  who  cannot  relifh  liberty,  unlefs  it  be  ftained  with  the 
mixture  of  licentioufnefs,  fliould  take  a  leflbn  from  his  prefent  bad 
fuccefs,  and  venture  no  more  to  difturb  the  harmony  of  the  beft  confli- 
tution  on  earth  ;  but  rather  feek  out  fome  other  region,  more  agreeable 
to  his  troubled  fpirit,  and  unquiet  imagination. 

Sed fugiiey  0  miferi,  fugitCy  atque  ab  litore  funem‘^ 

Rumpite  ! 


